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A trial court’s findings of facts are reviewed under a clearly erroneous

standard.1  This standard is highly deferential, and we affirm the trial court if its

account of the evidence is plausible in light of the record.2  

There is ample evidence in the record to support the magistrate judge’s

finding that it was a customary and safe procedure to use two seaman to manually

retrieve the slack from a spring line during a jackknife procedure.  Therefore, the

magistrate judge’s conclusion that Sause Brothers did not breach its duty to

provide Flowers with a safe work environment was adequately supported,3 as was

her conclusion that the vessel was seaworthy.

AFFIRMED.


